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The i roblen

Research into the affects of disability has done little more than
document the fact that internal and externnl family stressea can be pio-
duced by disability (Kuvlesky, Byrd, and Taft, 1973). Gibson snd Ludwig
(1968:54) found that disability results in o disruption of roles and
strafined intcrpernona] relations. Further research maintains that there
are significant behavioral corrclutes of disability for given impairments
and for piven individuals end that disability often profoundly affects the
person's life (Thomag, 1970:251).

Since disability has such a profound affect on iadividuals it is
logical to assume that disability affects familics to much the same
degree. Disability of a homemaker may strain an entire family system.
When the homemaker's health is impalred and she is unable to perform her
usual role, the equilibrfum of all family members, as well as the stability
of the family as a social unit is serfously jeopardized (Fink, 1968;

May, 1966). 1t has been argued that the role of wife and mother 1s so
necesgary to the smooth functioning of home life that the husband almost
always accepts problems of the home care of his severely disabled wife in
preference to the problems that would arise in caring for young children
himself or with the aid of a housekeeper, relatives, friends, etc.
(Deutsch, 1960:313).

In a similar fashion, disability of a husband/main income source
may produce & reduction in ircome and also cause role conflicts
(Thomas, 1970:261)., In the instance of disability of the husband,

the distance between role prescription and potential role fulfillment



in much greater than for other faml)y roles: bhis de; . ndercy ig

antithetical to We wife's expectatione of his toiec (Hentch and Goldston
1960:313), Nis dependency slso may jpass the burden of carning an income on-
to his wife.

Disability {n children producea stress for the chitldren and for
other family members as well. In a previous study, Moncur (1955:96) in-
dicates that disabled children may display signs of maladjustment in their
behavior such as being ncrvous, being enuretic, lLaving nightmaces -~nd night
terrors, displaying agressive behavior, being "fussy" eaters, aand needing
to be disciplined often. Other studies have documented serious social
problems within and outslde the 1emily for disabled children. A tendency
for these children to experience a general tocial withdrawal has been
reported by Thurston (1959:148). Many types of family stress have been
attributed to parents' feeling toward disabled children. A common feeling
is that of guilt caused by the parents being caught between extremely con-
tradictory feelings of love and hate. Although many parents dn not openly
admit these feelings of guilt, it can be seen in such resction: s a re-
jection or fostering of overdependency, or putting pressu: on the child
(Zuk, 1959:146).

Deutsch and Goldston (1960:314) also found that there are three major
categories into which disabled families may fall. The first of these is
the family where family life focuses almost entirely on the patient and
where many unnecessary and often ostentatious sacrifices are made by
family members. Where children are involved, the disabled person 1s not

allowed to be an integral part of the family and is thought of as 111.



In other families, the family acts as 1f the disabled person daea not
exist., All medical and financial needs are met. However, these families
plan their activities independently of the dlsabled person.

The third group of families make the disabled person an integral
part of the family. This type of familial interaction forces the disabled
person to make maximum adjustmentu to the f{amily routine and, in turn, per-
celve the disabled family member in terms of her individual, personal qualities
rather than the nature and severity of her disability.

Since family life is centercd around trole prescriptions, the amount of
family organization depends upon the extent to which these roles are enacted.
Previous research showé that for some famllies the advent of disability may
resgult in a period of disorganization followed by a reorganization around a
new form of distribution of tasks and roles, while, for others, rhe dis-
ability leads to a dissolution of the family through separation or divorce
(Nagi and Clark, 1964:215).

The fact that disability has been found to have diverse and multiple
impacts on both individual patterns of behavior and social relatiouships
would lead one logically to the proposition that it should influence the
critical social and life orientation of people importantly touched by it,
Yet, little or no systematic research exists to determine whether or not
this proposition ig valid. The major purpose and potenticl contribution of
this research is to help f1ll this void in reference to the family, withiﬁ
the context of data available from a recent lnterstate study of family

poverty.
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Resesrch Objectives

The task of this research 1s to explore the extent to which family
disability affects social and life orfentatlons of homemakers: 1ife
satisfaction, marital satisfaction, and other related value and attitudinal
phenomena. This research will explore whether or not the occurrence of
family disability and degree of family disability (when 1t exists) intro-
duce a distinguishable patterned set of social life views among homemakers
and, 1f so, to what extent the patterns are general to different typ.u of
U.S. populations. bata from a recent USDA-CSRS regional study of low-
income families provide the bLu.is for this investigation.* Morc¢ precisely
the specific research objectives are:

1. Does the occurrence of disabilicy in a tamily produce a
pattezned effect on the following social orientations: life

satisfaction, warital satisfaction, and other related value
and attitudinal phenomena?

2. Given disability In a family, dves level «f family disability
produce patterned differe¢nces iu the specific social orienta-
tions 1isted above?

3. Are any patterns observed above generalizable across different
NM arcas and ethnic groups?

Concepts and Operational Definitions

Disabllity is defined in this study as the inability to assume ex-
pected roles. Ac an example, children younger than five years old are
expected to perform the role of playing. From age tive <o age 18
(sometires thrnugh the early 20's) they are expected te attend formal
school. After formal schooling is completed or terminated to age 65, the

role prescription centers around some type of employment and parental roles.

*
Q This paper contributes to USDA and is also a contribution to CSRS
IERJf: Regional Project NC-90.




For those who reach age 65 (retirement age), role prescriptions center
around play or work. If one cannot perform his prescribed role he is
labeled disabled.

Individual disability and family disability have been conceptually
differentiated in earlier reports. Kuvlesky, Byrd, and Taft (1973:7)
define 1individual disability as any abnormality of personality or bio-
logical structure or process that produces stress for the individual in
his adjustment to himself or his external environment. They go on to
state that-whenever the stress which results from a family member's in-
ability to assume expected roles of family system and/or negatively in-
fluences the unit's ca;ability for adaptativn to the total environment,
the resulting patterns of interaction are labeled family disability.

With this definition of aisability esiablished, the degrees of
disability are determined by ones lack of abillity to perform his normal
prescriptions. In this study, the measures are of this nature.

Ethnic groups are defined as groups in which members share a common
cultural heritage different from that of the majority in the United States.
The ethnic groups to be studled here are Mexican Farm Migrants in
California, Small Town and Village Blacks in Fast Texas, and Rural Whites
in Vermont: there seems little doubt that these can be considered socially
and culturally different populations, even though they share one attribute
in common--location in nonmetropolitan areas. It would seem quite obvious
that any pattern of association ohserved in common among these three diverse
ethnic groupings located in such widely separated parts of the U.S. could be
proposed to be general to most Nﬁ populations of the U.S5. 1t is our intent

in this analysis to seek such patterus.
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For the purposes of this study, socful Iife orientation fu defined as
lhe degree to which one adapts to soclety or his envivonment through i(nter-
action with others. Soclsl life orientation varliables employed In this study

are evaluation of llte situatlon (relative to parents), improvement of life

conditions (over lnst five years), life satisfaction, housing satisfaction,

and marital satisfactlion.

Instruments and Measures

A brief description of the indicators used 1n this analysis are pro-
vided below.
Digsabilivy
The stimulus question for disability was "is snyone in this family
sick all the time or disabled in any way?" If the respondent said there
was, she was asked to describe the seriousness of the disability in terms
of school or work performance.

FOR EACH PRE~-SCHOOLER ASK:

Which of the following best describes his (her) ability to play?

5. Not able to take part at all in ordinary play with other children.

4. Able to play with other children but limited in amount of kind of play.
3. Not limited in any of the preceding ways.

FOR EACH CHILD IN SCHOOL ASK:

Which of the following best describes his (her) ability in school and activities?

5. Not sble to go to school at all.

4. Able to go to school but limited in certain types of schools or in school
attendance.

3. Able to go to school but limited in other activities.

2. Not limited in any of the preceding ways.



FOR EACH OTHER FAMILY MEMBER AS5K:

Which of the following best describes his (her) ablllty to wore?

5. Not able to work (or keep house) at all.

4. Able to work (keep house) but limited in kind or amount of work.

3. Able to work (keep house) but limlted in other activittes,

2. Not limited in any of the preceding ways. (NC-90 Patterns of Family
Living Questionnatre, 1970:3).

The responses were coded "1" if the person was not disabled and "2" through

"5" for the various degrees of disability indicated above. With "1" being

the lowest degree of disability (none) and "5'" being the highest (not able

to work et cetera), the distinctions in the instrument were kept for the

measures in thi{s analysis,

The family disability index was derived by summing the degrees of
disability for each family wmember aud dividing by the number of members
in the family (Tafr ani Byred, 1972:11-12). 1In cases wheve a family member
did not have a aumber coded for degree of disability, all other aumbers
were added and the sum was dividéd by the number of famlly members who
ha¢ numbers coded for the degree of disability.

An apparent weakness of the disabllity measure is that no objective
criveria is used to Jdetermine actual physical, mental, or emotional problems.
Instead, the homemaker's subjective evaluation of the member's ability to
perform was relied upon. The homemaker is probably the one who decides who
is well enough to go to play, go to school or work and she probably exerts

her influence to keep family members at home when she belleves they are too

111,




Lehnie Tdentity
Ethnicity vay determined by Interviewers, clascification of respon-
dents based on actual, direct observation. There is no objective criteria'
used to determine actual ethnic composition of the respondents since the
subjective evaluation of the interviewer was rclded upon,
Socinl and Life Orlentations
Information concerning social orientation variables wa. tapped

by asking the following questions.

Life Situatlon Compared to Parents or Cuardian

Respondents were asked to compare thelr life situwation to thelr parents

.

or guardians. Responses were (1) "worse," (2) "same,'" and (3) "better."

Improvement Over Last Five Years

Respondents were asked to compare their life sftuation, (financial,
living conditlons, job opportunities, and opportunities for children)
at the present with their life situation filve years ago. Responses for
each were (1) "worse,'" (2) "same,” and (3) "better."

Life Sa}égfactioEﬁ

Housing. Respondents were asked to express satisfaction with their
housing., Responses were (1) "very unsatisfactory,” (2) "unsatisfactory,"
(3) "don't know," (4) "satlsfactery,” (5) '"very satisfactory."

Marital. Marital satisfaction was determined by responses to the

following questions:

(1) "How satizfied are you with your husband's understanding of

" your problems and feelings?"

(2) “"How satisfied are you with the attention you receive from your
husband?"

(3) "How satisfied are you with your husband's help around home?”

(4) "How satlstied are you with the time you and your husband spend
Just talking?"




Renponsues were (1) “very satiaited,” () "somewhat sattafsed,”

(3) "somewhat diesatisficd," und (4) "very dissatisfied."”

Selection of Reapondents and Tnterviewiog

In all of the stutes included In the gtudy, the respondents were
female homemakers not nlder than 65 years of age, and not younger thaan 18
scars of age (unless they were mothers) having chitdien (o the houschold.
Each population was different In respect to reglonal locatfon and etihnic
type. tHowever, the populations were similar in that they were all located
{n nommetropolltan avens. Table 1 summarizes the disposicion of families
contacted during the interviewing process. A more detalled description ot

the intervicwing process {s presented in Jackson and Kuvlesky (1973).

Analysis_and Findiogs
This section is organized in three parts in accordance with our
specific research objectives mentioned previously, 1In the filist part we
explare variations in litfe and soclal orientations by whether or not member
disability exists in the family for each of the study populations involved.

Next, limiting analysis to onlv the families having a disabled member (Table 2)}“
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Table 1. Suwmary of Interview Informattion on the three Study Populations

By State
Study ropulations
" California: enns Vermont
Farm Migyn Zmal) N Places Rural
““““““““““ "-h’t).-_-"—“""‘-_"‘
Number of
Iinterviewers 17 7
Jumber
Ineligible 21 287 233
Number of
Interviews
Completed 168 259 216
Refusals aud )
Othern* 45 13 124
Ethnlc Idenctity Mexican American Black White

*Includen evasions, vacant houses, respondents did not speak English,
homemaher was never able to be contacted, e.g., becautce they were 111,
becauge they evaded the interviewer, because they were away for the
summer.




11

we explore the relatiomship between "level” of family dfeability that
existed and these orientation varlables for each c¢f the th~ee study popula-
tions. Finally, in a summary overview, we attempt to discern any common
patterns of variable associations that are demonstrated among the three
ethnic populations studied.

We view this investigation as strictly exploratory, ex post facto
analysis and are less concerned with rigor of statistical analysis nas
compared with meaningful interpretation of detailed descriptions of basic
measures available to us. Because of the swall Ns involved in each
population and the relative homogenelty of the threc study populations,
we can make more out of common patterns (empirical general!zstions) than
we can differences. In the later case,however, we should be able to
evolve some directive hypotheses for future work.

In most cases, we arc working with, at best, ordinal level measures.
Our strategy in utilizing these will be to rely both on comparative analysis
of proportional distributions and rean ranks for descriptive purposes.

When appropriate, Chi Square will be utilized as a test of statistical

significance of differences.
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Occurrence of Disability and Orientattiuns

In Table 2, it was shown that the three populations involved here varled
narkedly in the frequciicy of having disabled members. Texas rural blacks led
with over one-quarter of the grouping in this status, and California migrants
were at the other extreme, having only 4% of their families so classified. Be-
cause the actual number of California familiea expertiencing disability waa
only 7; this wes posuibly due To the unique (franslents, partial fami)tes)
neture of the life style of thls group--caution 1s required fn interpreting
any second-crder statistical measures related Lo these rcspondents. In the
tollowing analyeis, attention is given to discerning patterns at two levels
of analysis: 1intrastate and interstate or lnﬁerethnic; however, predominant

emphauls was given the latter.

Relative Life Situation as Compared With Parents (Table 3)

The occurrence of disability demonstrated a slight positive association
with a tendency for Texas black uand Vermont white homemakers to more often view
their life situation ag "warse" than thelr parents. For all three populations,
the markhed tandency of the majority to see their situations as 'better" than
their parents was somewhat weaker when membership disability existed., On
total distributions of responses the Texas blacks were the only population
demonstrating a clearly marked difference in regard to life situation evaluation
between fanmilies with and wirl'out Aigability; and, even in this case the
differences were small.

Perhaps the most significant conclusion to be drawn from this set of
data is that all rural ethnic groups studied, regardless of the occurrence
of disability, made positive judgments of improvement of their life situation
as compared with their parents. Few of any grouping saw their situation as

wors: than their parents as indicated by the following listing abstracted
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Table 2. Rate of Occurrence of Memher Disability In Fawilies From Populations
Selected for Study

Texas: Small Calif.; Farm Migrants VT: Rural White
(N=259) (N=168) (N=216)
_______________ 7
Nondisabled 71 96 82
Disabled 29 4 18

Total 100 100 100
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from Table 3:

Proportion Indicating "Worse"

Texas o® 15
Vermont 0 11
Celifornia  NO* 7
Vermont NO 5
Texas NO 4
California (8] 0

Clearly, even the most disadvantaged of the disabled families of these
"disadvantaged"” minority groups were optimistic about intergenerational
social and life improvements.

Improvement of Life Circumstances -~ Last Five Years (Table 4)

£imost without exception, for all four dimensions of life situations
considered and for all three ethnic populations, occurrence of disability
was assoclated with & lower mean evaluation score of improvement of cir-
cumstances over the last five years, Table 4. This almost incredibly con-
sistent pattérn of variarion clearly leads to the conclusion that, regard-
less of ethnicity and location, the presence of a disabled family member
tends to decrease evaluations of temporal improvement in life conditions
among rural populations. 1In this respect, both Texas blacks and Vermont
whites indicared a moderately strong association (an average difference
of -.4), whila California migrants demonstrated a weaker relationship
(-.2).

On the average, all ethnic groupings perceived their situation as
having gotten "hetter' over the last five years-—the families not experiencing

a disabled member more consistently made this judgment than those families

*Through the remainder of this section, an "0" will symbolize Occurrence
of member disability, and a "NO" will stand for Nonoccurrence.
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having such a member (see Tablie 1, Appendix). Again, we see a consistently
optimistic or positive perception of improving life circumstances among these
generally disadvantaged groups. The weskest evaluation in this regard for
Texas and California was in reference to "Opportunities for Children" and

for Vermont, in reference to '"Job Opportunities."

Variations in reference to the perception of improvement by differentials
within each state showed that for those who experienced disability, there was
a tendercy for mean scores for each differential to vary as much as .4 to .5
degrees. For those who did not experience disability, mean scores for each
differential only varied .l or .2 degrees. It can be concluded that home~
makers from disabled éamilies demonstrated a greater degree of consistency
in their evaluation than the others.

Life Satisfactions: Housing and Marital (Table 5),

In reference to level of satisfaction wich'housing, the California farm
migrants and Vermont rural families demonstrate weak, negarive associations
with existence of membership disability, and Texas evidenced a contrary
relationship. However, for all three populations, the differentials were
relatively small--ranging from a difference in mean satisfaction scores of
-.3 (NO~0) for California réspondents to -.6 for Vermont rural families.

In almost every case, the mean satisfaction score indicated a 1evé1 of
"moderate satisfaction" with housing by these generally disadvantaged groups.
An exception, tending toward a level of higher pérceiVed satisfaction, was
observed in regard to the nondisabled Vermont category (mean score = 3.3).
The only significant general conclusions to be drawn from this set of data is
that NM minority groups-~regardless of location, ethnic identity, or presence

of membership disability--generally feel satisfied with their housing. Con-
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sidering the objective evaluationé made of housing adequacy as a part of this
study and reported elsewhere (Kuvlesky, Byrd, and Taft;ll972), this is indeed
a surpriasing observation. 1In Texas3, for instance, many of the families did
not have toilets inside their houses or even running water--most did not have
hot, running water. Clearly standards of housing adequacy vary markedly with
life clrcumstance and knowledge of alternmatives.

Marital Satisfaction (Table 5)

Variations in refereﬁce to mean total marital satisfaction scores were
slight and inconsistently patterned. In general, occurrence of disability
in the family obviously did not make a differential impact on the homemakers
in this regard. All énalytical categories of respondents indicated a high
level of satisfaction with their mates--all ranging oetween '"satisfactory"
and "very satisfactory." 'The same pattern held true in reference to the
mean scores (shown in Table 5) for the individual dimensions of marital

satisfaction examined here.

Degree of Family Disability and Orientacions
The major independent variable involved in this section, "family
disability," is a composite measure representing the general level of
membership disability in the family unit and includes both number of
members disabled and their depgree of disability, The degrees of family
disability have been categorized into three "ievel" classes as follows:

Level I - Low Level of Disability
Level I1 - Intermediate Level

Level III - High Level
Levels of disability were derived by listing in sequentisl order the
family disability index score for each family where disability occurred.

The listing was then divided into three groups containing approximately
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the same number of families. Group I then became level T indicating a low
level of disability, Group II became Level IT indicating an intermediate
level of disability, and Group IIT became Level 111 indicating the highest
level of disablllity (Table 6).

This analysis precludes complex techniques and rigorous statistical
tests because of the very small total numbers of each population, parti-
cularly among the Californias migrants (N=7), The frequencies of the "level"
categories are so small in the California case that we will generally ignore
this data in the following interpretations although data for this population
will be included in the tables presented. While we realize the severe
limitations of this p;rticular analysis, it is justified because of the near
total lack of knowledge on how the magnitude of disability influences as-
pects of family life.

Life Situation Relative to Parents (Table 7)

Frequency distributions by levels of disability for the three stuay
populations reveal that there wers no discernible consistent patterns in
relation to relative life situatiou by levels of disability. The distri-~
butione show # heavy concentration of responses in the 'better” category
for both Texas blacks and Vermont whites,

Total mean scores for Texas blacks and for Vermont whites show that
both popula;ions consider their relative life situations as moderately
improved. Mean scores by levels of disability show that those who ex-
perience high levels of disability dB not necessarily consider their life
situation as "worse" when compared to parents or guaréians. This is pro-
bably contrary to most speculative literature about this problem. 1In the

Mexican American and the Vermont white study popuiations, total mean scores
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reveal that th:ir life sltuatioas have oot improved te aa high a degree
as for their Texas counterparis. (Mean scores of 2,0 and 2,2 as compared
to a relatively high 2.9 in Texas)

The only generalization which is apparent from thls data is that none
of the study populations considered themselves as having a life situation
which is worse than theilr parents or guardians, irrespective ¢f level of
disability. Also, we can generalize from the data that the majority of
families in the study populations considered thedir 1ife situations to be
the same, or in most instances, better than that of thelr parents or guardians,
regardless of the level of family disability they experienced.

Improvement of Life Circumstances - Past 5 Years (Table 8)

The data presented in Table 8 indicate that level of family disability
clearly had no patterned lafluence on homemakers'® perceptious of change in
elther total life situation or specific attributes of this in reference to
all three study populations, Excluding the California migrants, the vast
majority of mean scores shown indicate that all subpopulations were relatively
homogeneous {un havinp perceived their life as having twproved to some extent
over the last {ive years. One notable exception in this regard--having lower
estimates of improvement--was observed In reference to "Texas Blacks—-

Level 111" in respect to living conditions.

Life Satisfactions (Table 9)

Housing. No discernible patterned association was observed between
level of family disability and satisfaction with housing. However, the
lowest mean satisfaction scores of all subpopulations (2.0 and 2.1, out of
a possible 4) were evidenced by the Callitornia and Vermont groupings having

the loweat levels of fawmily disability (Class T), It can be concluded from



©12339%=f ‘2WeS=7 °‘9SI0m=] (SMOTTOI SB 313A DIST SII09S HUBYx

UsIpTTUD
s 7°2 %72 0°'¢ 3 0t L'z 8" %7 103 sat3runizoddg °p
e [0 9T 0°¢ O 2 §°Z ¢z ¢z Vi set3tunizoddg qof °o
€2 9z S'z 3¢ 2°¢ § ¢ 61} £°2 37 suoy3lfpuo) 3uTAIl °q
rid 12 9°2 Gt n°¢ ¢ 2 12 ¢z 8°z AJTeTOURUL] °®
2$3100S W31
32 272 9z a°¢ &tz 9°2 £'2 Sy §°2 1Te30) SIBAX AT
1SB7 13A) Jusmanoxdmy
- - = - - - - = ~ = = =~ =xS83I00G UBIY~ = =~ ~ = ~ ~ = = = - = =~ ~ -~ ~ =~
Ti=N) (ST=N) (TT=N) (Z=N) (T=N) (%=N) (67=N) (0£=N) {hT=N)
II1 11 1 11T 11 i 111 i1 1
19A87 IBAI] TB8A9] T2A9T TI249T T3aA37 12A37 I2a27 12497
IUcTWIIA BTUICITITED Sexaz

uotrierndog Lpnig
oB3 103 AITTTQESTA 3O SI9497 Ag SIe9] 9AT] 3ISE] 13A) S3100g Juausacadu] uesyy jo Axzmmng

‘g 31qel

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

5



25

£t £t 't 0y gy 5°¢ 8°¢ £°e £°e PUBQSNH Y3ITA BUDiTEL °P
c°¢ 2°e ¢t e°¢ ¢'¢ o0°¢ T°¢€ 0°¢  8°¢ SET3H puegsny °d
LIRS 1°¢t 1°< (4 ot L°E Ve 'E 1°€ puegsny wolj u0FIuU333V g
S°c 1°¢ "t S°¢ 9°¢ * L°E £°¢ 1°% 3°¢C Spuglsiapu; pueqsny °z
1591928 Wa3IT

7°¢ 't ¢°¢ L°¢ 9'¢ &'t ¢ c'E 0 21038 TP30L ‘TB3ITILK °T
0°¢ 6°2 11°¢C 0°€ oy ﬁo.m_ Q¢ L't 1°¢ JuTSnOH °1
~—-g3109§ UBIjj~—w «=—-53100§ UES}j~—~ ~—=~33103§ UBTj=~=~

y3drs  c193ul o7 y3Iy cI93uUl 207 ys3rTy *iI23uy MmO SUOT3IJBISTIIBS 3311

JAGTIBA BTUIOITTE) 3BX3T

§3102g UOT1JBISIIERS UR3d) JO Liemuns :suofleyndod Apnis
2214 ayl 103 A3ITTIQESIQ 3JO STaaaT A9 2371 [PITIBK 3O suorsuamrg pue Bursnoy yYy3iFm UOTIOBISTIBS ‘g 9T4gelL

O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

E



-6

these findings, that the magnitude of disability does not bear a negative
influence on perceptions of adequacy of housing.

Marital Relationship. Except for the fact that Ca’ifornia respondents

tended to inidicate a slighcly higher level of general warital satisfaction
than the other two proups, no marked differentials in total or particular
mesn satisfaction scores were observed. A tendency did exist for the "low"
disability groupings to have lower general satisfaction scores than others;
however, the differences were slight and probably not sociologically or
substantively meaningful (to suy nothing of statistical significancel).
All populations and subpopulationz tended to have high marital satisfaction
scores—-ranging almoaé entirely between "satisfactory" to "very satisfactory."
In can be concluded from these observations that degree of family

disability was not positively related to deteriorating marital circumstances.

Summary Overview of Findings and Conclusions

Major findings oS two types are summarized--those applicable to our
original ressarch questions and additional findings having empirical utility
and aignificance for future research. These are presented below in outline
form in two parts corresponding to our two major independent variables
(occurrence-nonoccurrence of disability and degree of family disability).

Sumnary of Major Findings

A. Occurrence of Disability (Table 10)

1. For all three NM ethnic types studied, occurrence of family disability
was negatively assoclated to a small extent with a more optimistic
evaluation of improvement of life chances as compared with parents.
This relatiocaship was stronger among Texas blacks and Vermont whites
than the Callfornia ethnic grouping.

2. For all three NM ethnic types, occurrence of family disability was
negatively associated in a moderate way with an optimistic view of
improvement of life circumstances over the recent past. This re-
lationship was strongest among Texas blacks.
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Table 10. Summary fnterethnic Comparison Of Relations of Occurence of Disability
To Selected Life Ovrientatious.

Nature of Magnitude of Consistency Interethnic
Relatlonshlp Association of Pattern Differences

1. Situation Compared

With Parents: Negative Weak High BSW and MA
2 Improvement of Life

Circums_ancas-Past

Flve Years: Negative Moderate High B and WrMA

3 Life Satisfactions—

Hlousilag: + and -~ Weak Low W»B and MA
dousiag

Marital: None None Nigh =  —w-ememeo-




3., No consisreat or strona patter:: . assoclatinn was observed between
occurrence of famlly disability aud cwo acpects of Iife satisfaction—-
houging and marital relations.

4, Perhaps more significant than the gene~ 1 differentials, or lack of

them, cited above were generali:atiouns drawn from interethnic com~

parisons on the orientation variables irraspective of occurrence of
disability:

(1) All groupings demonstrated a generally optimistic evaluation
of improvement of life situatlons in the recent past and almost
all saw thelr sgituations as tetter than thelr pavents.

(2) High levels of satisfaction were generally evidenced with botl
housing and marital relations,

B. Disabled Families ~ Depree of Disability (Table 11)

Except for two relatively strong assoclations and one weak one relating
to pacticular ethnic grouplngs on particular orientations, nothing sig-
nificanct in the way of patterned general differentials were observed in
reference to levels of disability. The particularized findings of note
vere:

{1) A strong, negative ralationshlp between level of disability
and evaluation of 1ife situation relative to pavents among
the California migrants, Caution is advised in refexence to
this finding because of the low numbers involved,

(2) A strong, positive am<ociation was observed between level of

disability and satisfaction with housing among WM, Texas black
homemakers.

Major Conclusions

As was 1indicated pteviously.vour major objective was to search for
gereralizations that held acvoss the varlable nature of the three populations
studied. 7Tt is our judgment that because of tﬁe dramatic variation in
ethnicity and locatlon amoug these three study groupings, any generalizations
drawn would probably reflect the general condition of most relatively dis-
advantaged NM-rural populations in the U.S.: drrespective of the limitations
involved in the study. At least, the conclusions listed below will serve

as provocative hypotheses to be tested by future research:
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1. It ie concluded that the occurrence of membership disability
has a8 tendency teo negatively influence to a very limited extent,
evaluations of levels of positive evaluation of improving life
circumstances. Furthermore, it is concluded that all NM - rural
populations tend to be optimistic in this regard.

2, 1t ie concluded that the occurrence of membership disability
" does not produce a negative impact on percelved life satis-
factions (relative to housing and marriage). Furthermore, it
is clear that homemakers of all kinds living iv KNM-rural areas
percelve themselves as generally very setigfied in this regard.

3. It can he concluded, with few exceptlions, that level of disability
among disebled families does not influence the views homemakers
haeve of life progress and social satisfactions. There is no
evidence in this study to indicate that increasing levels of
famlly disability are sssocisted with elther negative or pesai-
mistic views of life progress, home, or family,
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&lthough 1t has eften been proposed thae disehility affects aoci&l
relationehips and orientations, little veeearch hse baen dome to £111 the
vold of information whiclh deals with dissability in terms of ite affect on
the family and 1its internal Proceases. This study is viewed gs a smzll be-
ginning in £illing this void. It focusea on the little-rescerched ares of
dieabllity within the context of the family--the affect of disability on
perceptions and attitudes towvard life gituatlons, life improvements, and
life gatisfactions. As has been mentioned previously, the generalizations
made as & resuli of this study probably reflect the general condition of
most relstively disad;antaged N-M rural populations in the United States
because ef the dramatic variability in ethnicity fin the three study pop-
ulationg involved-~Californla, Mexican Migrants; Texas N4 Blacks, and
Vermont ryural white familiea. A disadvantage of this purposive selection of
study unite, however, 18 that we can do little but aspeculate asbout the
general naeture of any interethnic diffaerences observed. This does not seem
to ba>a major difficulty here, because the study populations were for the
mest part surprieingly similsr in reference to the variables examined in our
analysis,

Major generalizations derived from the study have important implications
in that they apparently contradict the speculative, theoretical or poorly
grounded assertions existiug in the literature in some cases. These gen-

erglizations are:

1. The ocecurrence of membership dissbility has a tendency to influence
negatively evaluation of impreving life circumstances.

2. The occurrence of membérship disability docs not produce a negative
impact on perceived life satisfactions.
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3. No evidence ig pregented to ehow (hat increazing levele of
dieability are gssoclated with eicher negative or pessimistic
viewes of life progress, home, or the family.

Since mogt veepondents, regardlesa of family disability, had & poeitive
evaluation of improvement of Life circumatances, the aggreﬁate finding that
negative evaluationg were elightly higher emong disabled families has to be
interpreted carefully. It 1o likely that only certain kinds of disabilities
or particular affecta of these produce s negative impact on an appraileal of
family progrese. Qur measures of memberchip disability de not lend them-
selves to evaluating this hypothesis; however, this dogs point to a clear
need to egtablish more detailed and precise measures of types of disability.
We have explored this'need in an aarlier coneceptual work (Kuvlesky, Byrd,
and Taft, 1973),

The rathaer surprising fact that neither ¢ccurvence or degree of disability
substantially influenced perception of life satiasfactions may be explained hy
the fact that all the groups studied weve disproportionately "disadvantaged"
with the larger social context in which they existed. It may be that their
standarde of adequacy of 1ife conditions are less demgnding than those of
other popuiations, particularly the middle SES Metropolitan omes. Obviously,
there 18 a need to explore this guestlon in future research. In sddition,
regearch 18 needed to test the axtent to which our generalizations are valid
for other rural and NM populations not consldered in this study, as well as
to explore further variations among families of the ethnic types studied.

The rather consistent and marked eimilaerity of the three diverse ethnic
groupinge studiad on life status improvemant; life satisfactions, and more
apecific aspects of both of theée would appear to support the noitlon of, at
lesat. some eommon.reaction to generally disadvantaged situations (i.e.

- "eulture of poverty"); however, in a way that is positive and directly

contrary teo that usually proposed.
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